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for the French plan was forthcoming from Belgium, Greece, and the
Little-Entente states, but most of the speakers raised objections to
some at least of its provisions. The representatives of Germany and
of Italy, who took part in the debate on the first day, both criticized
the plan on the ground that it did not make adequate provision for
immediate and effective reduction of armaments. Herr Nadolny sug-
gested that the proposed retention of 'aggressive5 armaments for the
use of the League of Nations would nullify any provisions for quali-
tative disarmament, and he expressed the opinion that existing
guarantees of security were sufficient to allow of an immediate and
far-reaching reduction of armaments. He did not oppose, in principle,
the suggestions for a European pact of mutual assistance and for the
establishment of an international force, but he indicated that the Ger-
man delegation was only prepared to discuss these and other questions
relating to security on the understanding that agreement on them
was not a prior condition of the attainment of German equality.
It will be remembered that the chapter of the French plan which
dealt with the organization of security divided the states of the World
into three concentric circles: an outer circle consisting of all the Powers
represented at the Disarmament Conference, who would be required
to undertake certain obligations in regard to a breach or a threat of
breach of the Paris Pact for the Renunciation of War; an inter-
mediate circle, consisting of the members of the League of Nations,
who would be required fto give full effect' to the obligations arising
out of the Covenant of the League and out of any treaties concluded
in conformity with the Covenant; and an inner circle consisting of
states on the Continent of Europe, for whom a special organization
for mutual assistance, involving political and military arrangements,
was suggested. This proposed system of security represented perhaps
the most notable contribution made by the French delegation to
the common stock of ideas for consideration by the Disarmament
Conference, and it was on the security chapter that the debate
mainly turned during the first week of February.1 Baron Aloisi, who
followed Monsieur Massigli on the 2nd February, criticized the pro-
visions relating to the innermost circle of states—the basis upon
which the whole structure rested—on the ground that they did not
apply to Great Britain, and that any system of European mutual
assistance from which Great Britain was excluded would be worthless
in Italian eyes. Mr. Eden, who spoke on the following day on behalf
1 The other important innovation in the French plan of November 1932—
the proposal for the standardization of Continental military forces on a short-
term basis—was not discussed in detail at this stage.

